author Josephus in the late 1st century AD. Some lengthy, continuous narratives from the intervening period survive-Polybius, Diodorus, Dionysius of Halicarnassus-but these represent only a small fraction of what once existed. Hermann Strasburger estimated that we possess only one-fortieth (2.5 percent) of all the Greek historical writing produced in antiquity. 4 The Hellenistic age, from the death of Alexander in 323 to the Roman conquest of the Greek East in 31 BC, has suffered the most damage. All that remains are 'fragments' , the commonly accepted term but one which is slightly misleading: in most cases, we have not actual pieces of lost texts (whether on papyrus or stone), but rather quotations, paraphrases, and citations of lost authors in later texts which do survive. As a result, when evaluating most Greek historians, we must constantly attempt to account for the goals, methods, and interests of the authors who preserve the evidence.5
What we can say with a good deal of certainty, however, is that Herodotus and Thucydides served as models for later Greek historians.6 While the two men shared the same basic goal, they followed different paths to reach it. In over-simplified and impressionistic terms, Herodotus is expansive, digressive, personal, and open to uncertainty; Thucydides is focused, linear, impersonal, precise.7 Even through the distorting filter imposed on our evidence, we see that most Greek historians favoured one of these approaches over the other, though the models were not mutually exclusive.8 Our focus in this volume is Herodotus, and scholars have noted his influence on Greek historical writing in various areas: topic, theme, presentation, style, even vocabulary and
